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FAX MESSAGE 



Number of pages, including this cover page 
Date : Tuesday, November 1 1 3 2003 

Subject: Application No. 09/826,710 (Attorney Docket No. JP920000JL36US1) 

To: Examiner F. Eichioyo 

Fax: 703-746-9349 

Voice: 703-305-8039 

From: Anthony England 

Fax; 512-322-0211 

Voice: 512-477-7165 



Enclosed is a Supplemental Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form and attachments as 
follows: 

Original Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form, submitted 7/1 5/03. 
Side-by-side claim comparison for double patenting issue raised by Ex. on 1 1/10/03. 
Summary of Telephone communications. 



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

The accompanying material is confidential. It is intended only for the individual named above. If the reader of this 
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in error, please immediately notify the 
sender by telephone. 
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PTOL413A (0SO3) 
Approved for uaa through xx/xx/xxiot. OMB 0851-0031 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Sb.ft\w*~;fa2 Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form ^J^JJSawafcdtfi 



Application Noj ffi/^fc^Tff frst Named Applicant: ^_ 

Examiner: r. SAT^ ,o*A Art Unifc^MJ^T Status of Application : rv/^vf P^jfi g^/fi^ 



Tentative Participants: 



f 



(3) ZuftWJjf/ Vi^ 








Proposed Date of Interview: if-l>*>4>p % Proposed Time; 3 fAM^Mv) 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) fX] Telephonic (2) ( ] Personal 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: 
If yes, provide brief description: 




(3)[ ] Video Conference 
S 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(ReJ., ObJ., etc) 




(4) k ^kn^il> t 



Discussed 


Agreed 


Not Agreed 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


I J 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 




[ ) Continuation Sheet Attached 
Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: ^ 

AnrntervTew was coifaficled on the above-ideUified application on 

NOTE; 

This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the Interview (see MPEP 
§ 713.01). 

This application win not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant ts advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as sooji as possible, 



as soon as possible, 
(AppUcaotf Applicant's RcprJ 




ttive Signature) 



(Exarainer/SPE Signature) 



Tbta collection of Informitloit U required by 37 CFR U33. The Information f, required to obtain or retain 9 Jxntflc by Tt» public which i* to file (and by tho 
USPTO to process) An application Confidentiality in eororwd by 35 U.5.C. 122 end Ji CPR 1.14. Th|, collection fe cttututcd to take 21 minute, to complete, 
Including gathering, preparing, and nuomttHiig the completed application Ton» to tho VSPTO, Time will Tury depending upon the Individual caia. Any commoitto 
on the amount of time you require to com pi it* tbb form amVor *ugpt*<lons for rcdpctjig this tourdon, ahOllld be (tent to the Chief Information Offlwr, U.S. J>*t«it 
and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Comwcc, P.O. Bw 1450, Alexandria* VA 22M3-M40. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS 
address. SEND TO: Commlwloner for Patents, p.O- Box J 450, Alexandria VA 22313-1450. 

If you need assistance in completing the form, call l-SOO-PTO-9199 and select option 2, 
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□tianxun tmumtExnaDO amtnamtD a uoaadLntrixi 

US, Patet* ondTrach^n&d< Offloe; U,S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No^y / ffr&l/QFlxst Named Applicant : 3&C ^ _^ 

Examiner: &k%J^\i*ZXi Art Uoh:^H"73^ Status of Application: f* v *f +\ • 



Tentatlyc Participants: 
(1)_ 

(3L 



atiye Participants: / / X~ /) m^§ t 

<4L 



Proposed Date of Interview: 7~!lffi"Q 3 Proposed Time; N 



M) 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(I) J^f Telephonic (2) [ ] Persona] 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: I ] YES 
If yes, provide brief description: 



(3) | 1 Video Conference 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(R«^Obj.,ete) 



Claims/ 
Fig. #s 



Prior 
Art 



(3) * c X. *r~4t C> $9-5 



[ ] Continuation Sheet Attached 



Discussed 


Agreed 


Not Agreed 


t ) 


[ 3 


[ ] 


I 1 


L 1 


[ ] 


I ] 


[ 1 


[ .1 


[] 


[] 


[ ] 



Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented; * * f i /Y 

An interview was conducted on the above-Identified application on 



NOTE: 

™* f °™ shouM be completed by appUcant and submitted to the examiner hi advance of the Interview (see MPEP 
§ 713.01). v 

This application will not be delayed from Issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
Interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview «7 CFR 1 1 aartm 
as soon as possible. ' v 




(AppHcunt/Appli 



iivc Signature) (Examlner/SPE Signature) 



#>w neerf assistance in completing thejbrm, call 1-800-PTO-9I99 and select option 2. 
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Issuing patent JP919990273 Present application JP920000136US1 

PTO app no. 09/574/152 



8. An apparatus for searching data to locate a 
portion of said data identified by a search 
query, the apparatus comprising: 


6. A system for searching data to locate a 
portion of said data identified by a search 
query, the apparatus comprising: 


Input means for receiving a sequence of two 
or more data fragments; 


Input means for receiving a search query 
including two or more data fragments; 


[Data supply means for supplying data to be 
searched; ?] 

Control means connected to said input means 
and said data supply means and operable for 
searching data made available by the data 
supply means to locate matches between the 
data and the respective data fragments, and 
for registering information identifying a 
portion of said fata from the address of a 
match between the data and the first data 
fragment in the sequence to the address of a 
match between the data and the last data 
fragment in the sequence. 


Data supply means for supplying data to be 
searched; 

Control means connected to said input means 
and said data supply means and operable for 
searching data made available by the data 
suonlv means to locate matches between the 
data and the respective data fragments, and 
means for registering information identifying 
a minimal portion of said data that contains 
matches with all of the data fragments, 
wherein at least one of the data fragments 
appears only once in the minimal portion. 
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Summary of telephone communications with Examiner Ehichioya and Supervisor Vu regarding 
application 09/826,710 

On July 1 1th, Attorney requested by telephone that Examiner permit Attorney to 
facsimile transmit a draft reply to the first Office action as a basis for an interview. Examiner 
indicated that he felt there was not sufficient time remaining to permit receiving a facsimile 
transmitted draft reply and conducting the interview before the shortened statutory response 
period^ which was due to expire 13 days later. Consequently, Attorney submitted a formal 
Reply, including amendments to the claims intended to distinguish the invention from the cited 
art, on about July 1 5th with a written request for interview, proposing a telephone interview at a 
certain time on July 29th.. Included with the reply was an Information Disclosure Statement 
("EDS") and a copy of a co-pending application for examination, together with the appropriate fee 
payment. 

On July 29th Attorney called Examiner at the requested time, however Examiner 
indicated that he had only just received on the previous day Applicant's reply, which was mailed 
July 1 5th, Moreover, Examiner indicated that it would take about five additional weeks to 
retrieve the file of the co-pending application at the Patent Office. Attorney understood from this 
telephone conversation that Examiner would contact Attorney to schedule the requested 
interview before the next Office action once Examiner had obtained the file. 

In spite of Attorney's request for an interview and Examiner's agreement in principle, an 
Office action was issued dated October 1st finally rejecting all claims. 

The rejection is based upon 35 USC 103, but relies upon a single reference in the 
rejection of independent claims. The first Office action relied upon the same reference, but was 
based upon 35 USC 102. The reply to the first Office action amended the independent claims to 
overcome the reference. 

The Office action did not provide an opinion as to relevance or effect of the co-pending 
application, if any. 

Attorney spoke with Examiner by telephone on October 7th. 

In that telephone conversation Examiner indicated it was an oversight that Examiner did 
not schedule an interview as per the written interview request before issuing the final rejection, 
Attorney repeated his request for an interview on the substance of the claims with respect to the 
references cited in the Office actions and requested that the co-pending application submitted in 
the July 15th IDS be examined. Examiner indicated that the Office had not been able yet to 
deliver to him the file for the submitted reference. The Office action of October 1st was issued 
without examining the reference due to Patent Office performance metrics. 

Attorney requested that the Office action of October 1st be made non-final until such time 
as the requested interview is conducted and a written opinion is issued in view of the submitted 
reference. Otherwise, a fee is imposed upon Applicant for Continued Examination in order to 
obtain the previously paid for and duly requested interview and examination of the reference. 

Examiner consulted with his supervisor and advised later the same day or the next, 
however, that he was unable to obtain authorization to withdraw the finality of the rejection. 
Attorney took this decision into advisement and indicated that he would wait a bit and consider 
next steps. 
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Summary of telephone communications with Examiner Ehichioya and Supervisor Vu regarding 
application 09/826,710 

On October 20, 2003 Attorney again requested an interview. Examiner stated that he 
would retrieve the file and call back. 

On October 24th Examiner left a telephone message for Attorney indicating that 
Examiner had retrieved the file but that he would be out the next week. Attorney responsively 
returned the telephone call and left a message for Examiner stating that Attorney is available, 
ready, willing and able to conduct the interview immediately or at such a time and as is 
convenient for Examiner. Examiner called back and stated that he still needed to secure a time 
for availability of his Supervisor to participate in the interview, and stated that he would call 
back once he had obtained secured the time. Examiner called back again later the same day and 
stated that his Supervisor is not available currently and does not want to conduct the interview 
without the Examiner, who will be out of the office from October 27th through November 9th. 

Attorney requested that Examiner schedule the long ago requested interview at some date 
certain. Examiner indicated, however, that at this time he was not willing to schedule an 
interview. Instead, he requested that Attorney call Examiner back on November 10th and remind 
Examiner to get the file back from Central Records, and then once Examiner had obtained the 
file yet again he would then call and schedule an interview. Attorney expressed his 
disappointment at once again being put off and left with no certain schedule for resolving this 
matter. 

On November 3rd, after having consulting with his client, who expressed displeasure 
with the numerous delays, Attorney called Supervisor Vu and requested again that the final 
rejection be withdrawn until such time as an interview has been granted and the reference 
submitted in July has been examined The Supervisor indicated that she would obtain the file 
and the file for the pending application that was submitted in July and would calL back to 
schedule an interview. She expressed optimism that the IDS document could be examined and 
the case might be placed in condition for allowance as a result of an interview so that there would 
be no need to withdraw the non-final rejection. 

On November 10th Examiner Ehichioya called Attorney* Examiner indicated that the 
reference submitted in July has now been examined, and expressed some concern that there may 
be a double patenting issue with respect to claim six in the present application vs. claim eight in 
the cited reference, i.e., Application no, 09/574 } 152. 

Attorney indicated that he would review this matter and would like to schedule an 
interview. Examiner requested that Attorney submit an Applicant Initiated Interview Request 
Form. Attorney reminded Examiner that such a written request had been submitted in July, but 
Attorney agreed to submit a supplement to the request in order to add the double patenting issue 
to the proposed agenda. Once again, Examiner was not willing in the November 10th telephone 
call to schedule the interview on a date certain. 

On November 1 1th Attorney submitted a supplement to the Applicant Initiated Interview 
Request Form of July 15, 2003, and proposed a telephone interview for November 12, 2003 at 3 
p.m. Eastern time. 
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